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I t Is w i t h genuine pleasure that I share i n your 
commencement exercises today. I j o i n with your proud f a m i l i e s , 
the f a c u l t y and admi n i s t r a t i o n , your f e l l o w students and your 
f r i e n d s i n extending hearty congratulations and wishing you 
wel l as you become graduates of t h i s great u n i v e r s i t y . 
You turn next to graduate school, to the m i l i t a r y service 
or to your l i f e ' s career. You approach these new tasks 
committed or opposed to c e r t a i n p r i n c i p l e s , or perhaps uncertain 
as to your p o s i t i o n . May I suggest a concept that I s i n c e r e l y 
hope w i l l be among those which you w i l l recognize, observe and 
f o s t e r ; that with the r i g h t s which we enjoy as c i t i z e n s of t h i s 
nation go c o r r e l a t i v e r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s , and that obedience to 
law i s such a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and. an indispensable ingredient 
of our s o c i a l order. 
In t o l e r a t i n g , and at times even encouraging, c e r t a i n 
forms of c i v i l disobedience throughout our h i s t o r y and most 
notably i n recent years, we have w i t t i n g l y walked a n e c e s s a r i l y 
f i n e l i n e between i n d i v i d u a l l i b e r t y and anarchy. We have 
trod t h i s path because of the b e l i e f that the freedom of each 
person to say and to do what he f e e l s i s r i g h t i s paramount. 
But r e c e n t l y , on the campus and i n the s t r e e t , i n speech and i n 
w r i t i n g , there are those who have preached open disobedience 
to law, and even greater numbers have denied c e r t a i n r i g h t s to 
others, often while proclaiming the very r i g h t s which they deny. 
In our colleges and u n i v e r s i t i e s , academic freedom has 
always been a cherished and j e a l o u s l y guarded d o c t r i n e . 
F a c u l t i e s have always claimed the freedom to teach what they 
d e s i r e , and students have demanded the freedom to read and hear 
What they choose. This i s as i t should be. 
The American t r a d i t i o n of academic freedom has i t s roots 
i n the- philosophy of i n t e l l e c t u a l freedom, which developed i n 
ancient Greece, f l o u r i s h e d i n Renaissance Europe, and found 
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f u l f i l l m e n t i n our B i l l of Rights. I t has been recognized 
that such freedom i s e s s e n t i a l i n our s o c i e t y because, as the 
United States Supreme Court has w r i t t e n : 
"Teachers and students must always remain free 
to i n q u i r e , to study and to evaluate, to gain 
new maturity and understanding; otherwise, 
our c i v i l i z a t i o n w i l l stagnate and d i e . " 
But we must not allow academic freedom to become academic 
l i c e n s e . Just as Mr. J u s t i c e Holmes wrote that freedom of 
speech does not permit a man f a l s e l y to shout " F i r e " i n a 
crowded theater, the r i g h t to teach and read and hear what one 
wants does not bear with i t the r i g h t to ignore the r u l e s 
completely; and above a l l , academic freedom must not be used 
to deny r i g h t s to others to which they are equally e n t i t l e d . 
.A few months ago, f o l l o w i n g the appearance by Vice President 
Humphrey at a student forum, a mob of students stormed h i s car, 
h i t the windows and body of the car with t h e i r f i s t s , and 
shouted o b s c e n i t i e s . Several of our government leaders have 
been subjected to t h i s kind of treatment i n greater or l e s s 
degree, i n c l u d i n g the Secretaries of State and Defense, whose 
speeches have been interrupted by j e e r i n g and h e c k l i n g ; the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of S t a f f , who was rushed by a 
group of students f o l l o w i n g a t a l k and had to be protected by 
p o l i c e ; and Mrs. Johnson, who was greeted at an eastern campus 
by a thousand p i c k e t i n g , shouting students. 
What these students — and students l i k e them who have 
p a r t i c i p a t e d i n incidents of t h i s type a l l over the country — 
seem to have forgotten i s that, though the techniques of 
coercion might be e f f e c t i v e f o r the moment, they are s e l f -
defeating because they endanger the same i n d i v i d u a l freedom 
they are intended to manifest. 
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While defending the r i g h t of students to express t h e i r 
views i n an orderly manner, the president of a large eastern 
u n i v e r s i t y r e c e n t l y said that students are i n danger of becoming: 
"...so c a r r i e d away by t h e i r c o n v i c t i o n 
about the rightness of t h e i r cause and so 
impatient with c i v i l i z e d procedures that 
they seek: to r e s t r a i n the freedom of 
expression or movement of others who may 
not agree with them". 
I t has been s a i d , and I think c o r r e c t l y , that the present 
generation of college and u n i v e r s i t y students are genuinely 
concerned with human freedom and human r i g h t s and I applaude 
t h i s , but: 
— — Were the students who barricaded the Havy r e c r u i t e r 
i n h i s car f o r four hours or-oeeriy manifesting that concern? 
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Are students who burn the President of the United 
States i n e f f i g y and v i l i f y him and h i s family t r u l y 
demonstrating that concern? 
Are those students - yes, and I may add those f a c u l t y 
members j o i n i n g with them, who have obstructed interviewers 
on our campuses because they disapprove of the company's 
product,furthering the cause of human freedom and human r i g h t s 
or I r r e p a r a b l y damaging them? 
While I r e a l i z e that the vast majority of students are 
undertaking to express t h e i r concern with the problems that 
confront us i n a responsible manner, I suggest that the e v i l 
which i s inherent i n the pr a c t i c e s of the few must be c l e a r l y 
recognized, and that i t must be made c l e a r that they have no 
place i n the academic community or i n American society i n 
general. 
Of course, t h i s anarchic mood i s not l i m i t e d to the 
campus. We f i n d a developing philosophy that the end j u s t i f i e s 
the means — whether that end i s peace i n Vietnam or an 
increase i n teachers 1 s a l a r i e s or the r i g h t s of m i n o r i t i e s , 
and whether those means include throwing p l a s t i c bags f i l l e d 
with paint at policemen during a protest at an appearance by 
Dean Busk, defying a court i n j u n c t i o n , or completely destroying 
a mayor's o f f i c e during an open housing demonstration. 
America was founded on the r i g h t of d i s s e n t . The r i g h t of 
protest has been j e a l o u s l y protected - and the day must never 
come when i t w i l l be otherwise. But dissent has s h i f t e d to 
re s i s t a n c e , assembly has become trespass, and peaceful 
negotiation has given way to mob violence, and we threaten to 
destroy the very f a b r i c of the government that guarantees us 
our fundamental freedoms. 
As I was preparing these remarks, I received a l e t t e r 
from a lawyer i n which he commented that William Howard T a f t , 
former President and then Chief J u s t i c e of the United States, 
speaking at graduation exercises at Yale Law School i n 1923, 
s a i d : 
"Disregard f o r law destroys'government. . 
Unless we learn to play the game, some 
• day we may awake to f i n d we have nothing ' 
l e f t to play with." 
We have heard considerable r a t i o n a l i z i n g and i n t e l l e c t u a l -
l y ing to j u s t i f y c i v i l disobedience. We have heard references 
to " i n t o l e r a b l e e v i l s " , to "devotion to eth i c s and morals", 
and to "obedience to a higher law". And one defender of the 
concept r e c e n t l y c i t e d Saint Peter, who wrote: "We must 
obey God rather than men'1. But a f t e r a l l the r h e t o r i c , a f t e r 
a l l the l o f t y quotations, the fact i s that the lav; i s and must 
be the supreme f a c t o r i n the orderly working of s o c i e t y , and 
that order, without which r e l i g i o n , education and c i v i l r i g h t s 
cannot l i v e , can be maintained only by adherence to the law. 
I t i s to a f u l l commitment to the r u l e of law as a 
necessary way of l i f e i n t h i s country that I c a l l you of -the 
graduating c l a s s today. You go f o r t h i n due course to the 
teacher's desk, to the p u l p i t , to p r o f e s s i o n a l o f f i c e s , to 
fac t o r y and farm, and to become leaders i n your communities. 
As you assume these places of leadership and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , 
I urge you to lend your e f f o r t s to encouraging a w i l l i n g n e s s 
on the part of every c i t i z e n to take the law i n t o t h e i r hearts 
and not i n t o t h e i r hands, to seek t h e i r r i g h t s i n the 
l e g i s l a t u r e s and courts and not i n the s t r e e t s . 
I have no i l l u s i o n that c i v i l disobedience or lack of 
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respect f o r lav/ w i l l end on the morrow. I am f u l l y aware of 
how deep-seated are some of the problems at hand. I am aware, 
too, of the l i m i t s of effectiveness of our i n d i v i d u a l e f f o r t s . 
But each person committed unequivocally to the r u l e of lav/, and 
ready to t r y to advance i t to the extent of h i s c a p a b i l i t i e s , i s 
a c o n t r i b u t i n g f a c t o r i n the struggle to insure that law, not 
force, w i l l p r e v a i l . 
I t i s my sincere hope that each of you w i l l be a part of a 
r e v i v a l of respect f o r the r i g h t s of others, of a reawakening 
of i n d i v i d u a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y , and of a crusade f o r the r e b i r t h 
of c i v i l obedience throughout the length and breadth of t h i s land. 
We l i v e , and your generation w i l l i n c r e a s i n g l y l i v e , i n 
an age which o f f e r s so much promise and so much opportunity f o r 
f u l f i l l m e n t . We must not s a c r i f i c e t h i s promise or t h i s 
opportunity on the a l t a r of lawlessness but must instead b u i l d 
on the s o l i d rock of respect f o r law and order. 
